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NPDES Stormwater  

Technical Advisory Committee (TAC)

DRAFT REPORT OF MEETING 

TUESDAY, MARCH 16, 2010 

10:00 A. M. 

CITY OF REDW OOD CITY 

1. INTRODUCTIONS, ANNOUNCEMENTS, ADOPTION OF MINUTES, AND REVISION TO AGENDA 
Self-introductions were made and the January meeting minutes were adopted as written.  

2. PRESENTATIONS

a. Review of Transportation for Livable Communities & Urban Greening Project/Planning Grant 
Opportunities and Agree on Encouraging C/CAG Letters of Support for Projects that Incorporate Green 
Streets – Matt Fabry described two funding opportunities that may be used for constructing green streets.  
The MRP requires the construction of ten green street projects regionally, and two of these projects must be 
constructed in San Mateo County. The green parking lot and adjoining street demonstration project that 
Burlingame is constructing with vehicle license fees may meet the MRP’s requirements for one of the green 
street projects. He requested information about applications that municipalities are submitting for these 
grant funds. 

Robert W eil reviewed the concept for a grant application that San Carlos is preparing for the Metropolitan 
Transportation Commission’s Transportation for Livable Communities grant. The proposed project would 
transform a lightly traveled street with dirt and weeds along the side of the street to a bicycle boulevard with 
green street planter boxes and areas for stormwater infiltration.  The TAC agreed that C/CAG should send a 
letter of support for this project.  

There are also opportunities to apply for urban greening planning grants under state Proposition 84 (The 
Safe Drinking W ater, W ater Quality and Supply, Flood Control, River and Coastal Protection Bond Act of 
2006). The maximum amount for one of these planning grants is $250,000, and no local match is required. 
Matt requested approval for having the Countywide Program work on a greening planning grant application 
with the City of San Carlos. The planning project would occur in an approximately one square mile area 
where surface stormwater flows over gutters into people’s yards. The area includes schools, and creating a 
plan could lead to calming traffic, reducing flood frequency, and improving water quality. It was suggested 
that the project be multi-jurisdictional to merit the Countywide Program’s involvement. The application for 
the green planning grant is due April 30. Matt requested that municipalities let him know if they also need 
assistance from the Countywide Program in applying for these grants.  

b. Discuss State W ater Resources Control Board’s Plans to Raise Stormwater Fees By 13% – Matt distributed 
a spreadsheet that showed the current stormwater fees that each agency has to pay and the fee increases that 
may occur in FY 2010/11. The stormwater fees had not been raised for two years. Geoff Brosseau reported 
that the State W ater Board staff views the fee increase as a worse case scenario. The amount of needed fee 
increase will be decided in the fall of 2010. It was pointed out that the stormwater fees had run a surplus 
during each of the previous six years, and there appears to be a lack of accountability for how the funds have 
been and will be used in the future. It was suggested that the California Stormwater Quality Association 
should assist with solving the problem posed by increasing stormwater fees. Matt will let the TAC members 
know if a future need arises for them to get involved in writing letters or taking other actions.  

c. Review and Provide Feedback on Proposed FY 10/11 Countywide Program Budget – Matt noted that the 
MRP Implementation W ork Group held a conference call last week on the draft budget, and he also has met 
with Rich Napier. The purpose of this item is to have a preliminary discussion, and the TAC will need to 
decide at its April meeting what FY 10/11 budget to recommend to C/CAG for its consideration in May and 
June. The budget estimates have declined because of better cost estimating and by having an improved sense 
of what tasks may be accomplished more cost-effectively at the BASMAA level. The budget worksheets 
include details about what tasks will be done at the local, countywide, and regional level, and what the 
expected completion dates and products of those tasks will be. Products will be stored on the Countywide 
Program’s website. The estimated increase in Countywide Program funding that would be needed through 
FY 13/14 has declined from $5 million to $3.1 million. Fiscal year variations in the compliance costs for 
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monitoring and pollutants of concern reflect year to year variations in the amounts of field work, laboratory 
analyses, and construction activities for pilot scale projects. The majority of the monitoring costs are for 
laboratory analyses. There will be a shortfall in funding in future years especially if the costs of supporting a 
Proposition 218 election are added to the budget.   

If the Countywide Program pursued a Proposition 218 election it may make sense at the same time to seek 
funding for the municipalities to comply with their local MRP requirements. If the cities support and desire 
a countywide Proposition 218 election for Countywide and local stormwater funding, it would make sense if 
the cities took on the role of education. The Countywide Program needs to know what the implementation 
of the MRP would cost the municipalities as part of pursuing funding sources. One suggestion would be to 
collaborate Bay Area-wide on a Proposition 218 election.  

Another possible source of funding that will need to be pursued is submitting an unfunded mandate claim to 
the Commission on State Mandates. Each of the cities should submit its claim for unfunded state mandates 
based on guidance provided by the Countywide Program. Rich Napier requested that each city provide an 
estimate of what its MRP compliance costs will be for the next two years. One representative stated that the 
MRP is estimated to cost its city about $600,000/year. 

The Countywide Program also needs to develop a proposed plan for the use of the vehicle license fees. The 
development and implementation of a plan for the use of the vehicle license fees has been hampered by not 
having a full time stormwater coordinator.  

d. Evaluate Interest in Holding an Orientation Overview of the Municipal Regional Stormwater Permit – 
Support was expressed for holding this type of overview training for up to two hours. Overview orientation 
would just provide a summary of the MRP and what is being done to comply. It would not go into detail, 
such as what will be provided during the upcoming new development Provision C.3 training.  

e. Update on the Status of San Francisco Estuary Partnership’s Trash Grants and First Trash W ork Group 
Meeting on March 24 – ABAG will be adopting contracts on March 18 with vendors who the W ater Board 
staff has certified as meeting the MRP’s requirements for full-capture trash devices. The W ater Board staff 
does not believe that some of the devices it has certified should actually be implemented because the amount 
of trash capture capacity is small and would lead to a lot of maintenance. The San Francisco Estuary 
Partnership (SFEP) is planning on distributing for comment draft copies of an agreement between interested 
cities and ABAG to participate in the trash capture device installation pilot-project. Participating cities will 
need to agree to maintain any of the devices installed for twenty years following the end of the project. The 
W ater Board staff and SFEP are planning on holding a meeting with the cities and a vendor fair on May 4 
(based on information provided following the TAC meeting) in Oakland at the state building.  

3. SUBCOMMITTEE REPORTS
a. Public Information/Participation – This subcommittee met last week to review its proposed work plan and 

budget.  
b. Commercial/Industrial and Illicit Discharge – A summary of the February subcommittee meeting was 

included in the agenda packet.  
c. New Development – A summary of the February was included in the agenda packet. The subcommittee will 

hold training on May 26 about the new requirements contained in the MRP’s Provision C.3.  
d. Municipal Maintenance – This subcommittee will be meeting next on March 24 at the Belmont Sports 

Complex. 
e. Parks Maintenance and Integrated Pest Management W ork Group – This subcommittee held its training at 

the end of February. The training was well attended and received. The next meeting will be held near the 
end of April.  

f. W atershed Assessment and Monitoring – This subcommittee will continue to hold its meetings in abeyance 
for a few more months. Any questions TAC members have in the details of the monitoring and pollutants of 
concern tasks and budgets should be forwarded to Jon Konnan at EOA.   

4.   PUBLIC COMMENTS - None. 

5. NEXT MEETING 
The April TAC meeting will be held on April 20 in Daly City. 

6. ADJOURNED 


